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Remarks 

Claims 14-24 are pending. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
5/4/2006 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments, see Remarks, filed 5/4/2006, with respect to the 
rejection(s) of claim(s) 14 under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) have been fully considered and are 
persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further 
consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made with Brisebois (U.S. Patent 
6,330,550) in view of Watson (U.S. Patent 5,303,244), Bradshaw (U.S. Patent 
5,835,722), TheCode ("The Code of Fair Information Practices", 7/1972, HEW Advisory 
Committee on Automated Data Systems, pp. 1), and/or P3P ("P3P Guiding Principles", 
7/21/1998, pp. 1-5) 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
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The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 14-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Brisebois (U.S. Patent 6,330,550). 
Regarding Claim 14, 

Brisebois discloses a method for a host (profile server) to provide 
known data about an entity (user) to a third party (company/web site) 
pursuant to the entity's authorization, comprising: 

The entity pre-registering private information with the host (Column 
3, lines 29-40; and Column 4, lines 21-44); 

Providing a means for the entity to identify to the third party the host 
to contact for access to the private information and for the third party to 
recognize the entity as a member of a service of the host (Column 4, line 
37 to Column 5, line 3); 

Responsive to the recognition, the host receiving a request from the 
third party for specific information about the entity (Column 5, lines 4-10); 

The host surveying at least one data repository for the specific 
information about the entity (Column 5, lines 10-20); 
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The host displaying the specific information about the entity to the 
entity and requesting authorization from the entity to provide at least a 
portion of the specific information to the third party (Column 5, lines 10- 
62); and 

Responsive to an opting in of the entity, the host providing at least 
a portion of the specific information to the third party (Column 5, lines 21- 
60). 

Through rules stored within the user profile tag, the profile server 
knows how to contact the user in order to obtain authorization for 
information to be sent to the company. The server will contact the user 
through email, telephone, fax, etc. and the user will specify whether to 
allow information to be sent to the requesting company or not by 
confirming the transaction, and specifying what information can be sent 
(credit card information, address, email address, phone number, etc.). 

Regarding Claim 15, 

Brisebois discloses that the host, the entity, and the third party are 
interconnected via an integrated network of computers (Column 2, lines 
43-52). 

Regarding Claim 16, 

Brisebois discloses that the third party is provided with an indication 
that the entity is a member of the service of the host via digitally 
transmitted data (Column 4, line 37 to Column 5, line 3). 
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Regarding Claim 17, 

Brisebois discloses that the digitally transmitted data is a cookie 
embedded within the entity's computer's memory (Column 4, lines 46-55). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 18-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Brisebois in view of Watson (U.S. Patent 5,303,244). 

Regarding Claim 18, 

Brisebois does not disclose that the specific information is located 

on a plurality of non-related databases. 

Watson, however, discloses that the specific information is located 

on a plurality of non-related databases (Column 2, line 39 to Column 3, 

line 4). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 

time of applicant's invention to incorporate the fault tolerant disk drive 

matrix of Watson into the e-commerce system of Brisebois in order to 

reconstruct lost data if any drive fails, without forcing the user to input the 

data again. 

Regarding Claim 19, 
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Brisebois as modified by Watson discloses the method of claim 18, 
in addition, Watson discloses that not one of the non-related databases 
contains all of the specific information (Column 2, line 39 to Column 3, line 
4). 

Regarding Claim 20, 

Brisebois as modified by Watson discloses the method of claim 18, 
in addition, Brisebois discloses that the host further classifies the specific 
information into a plurality of categories and the entity may opt to provide 
information classified within one or more of the plurality of categories 
(Column 4, lines 21-37). 

Regarding Claim 21, 

Brisebois as modified by Watson discloses the method of claim 20, 
in addition, Brisebois discloses that the categories are selected from the 
group including permission and privacy information, contact information, 
descriptive information, preference information, and account information 
(Column 3, line 29 to Column 4, line 37). 

Regarding Claim 22, 

Brisebois as modified by Watson discloses the method of claim 21 , 
in addition, Brisebois discloses that the host further provides services 
selected from the group consisting of managing and editing permission 
levels, tracking subscription to email letters and notifications, entering and 
editing personal profile information and client or business information, 
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recording and updating delivery information, and controlling and 
monitoring email and access provided to children (Column 3, line 29 to 
Column 4, line 37; and Column 6, line 33 to Column 7, line 27). 



5. Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Brisebois in view of Watson, further in view of Bradshaw (U.S. Patent 5,835,722). 

Brisebois as modified by Watson discloses the method of claim 21 , in 
addition, Brisebois discloses that the host further provides services selected from 
the group consisting of managing and editing permission levels, tracking 
subscription to email letters and notifications, entering and editing personal 
profile information and client or business information, and recording and updating 
delivery information, (Column 3, line 29 to Column 4, line 37; and Column 6, line 
33 to Column 7, line 27); but does not explicitly disclose controlling and 
monitoring email and access provided to children. 

Bradshaw, however, discloses tracking subscriptions to email letters and 
notifications (Column 1 1 , line 60 to Column 12, line 2), and controlling and 
monitoring email and access provided to children (Column 5, lines 26-41; and 
Column 6, lines 56-59). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of applicant's invention to incorporate the content control system of 
Bradshaw into the e-commerce system o Brisebois as modified by Watson in 
order to allow the system to detect and prevent unwanted access to certain 
information, at the control of an authority (such as a parent or supervisor). 
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6. Claims 23 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Brisebois in view of TheCode ("The Code of Fair Information Practices", 7/1972, 
HEW Advisory Committee on Automated Data Systems, pp. 1) and P3P ("P3P Guiding 
Principles", 7/21/1998, pp. 1-5). 
Regarding Claim 23, 

Brisebois discloses that if the third party does not conform to 
conditions of the host, after being granted access to specific information of 
the entity, that third party will be blocked from further communications 
(Column 6, line 33 to Column 7, line 27), but does not explicitly disclose 
that the third party must conform to conditions of the host prior to being 
granted access to any of the specific information. 

TheCode, however, discloses that the third party conforms to 
conditions of the host prior to being granted access to any of the specific 
information (Numeral 5). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of applicants invention to incorporate the code of 
TheCode into the e-commerce system of Brisebois in order to preserve 
trust between the host and the user, as well as protect privacy of the user 
(P3P, Page 2, Paragraph 1). 
Regarding Claim 24, 
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Brisebois as modified by TheCode and P3P discloses the method 
of claim 23, in addition, TheCode discloses that the conditions of the host 
include responsible use of personal information (Numeral 5). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jeffrey D. Popham whose telephone number is (571)- 

272- 7215. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:00-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Emmanuel Moise can be reached on (571)272-3865. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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